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VERY FEW PEOPLE have
grasped, as yet, how much
the shape of the future is
going to depend on the talks
about anti-
missile - mis-
siles that Am-
bassador J.
Llewellyn
Thompson is
now carrying
on ‘in Mos-
cow. Thus far
the Soviet

response to

Thompson Alsop

has been

cool but noncommital,
Ambassador Thompson

has been telling the Soviet
leaders, “We won’t deploy
if you won't deploy. Let's
both save ourselves a great
many billions of dollars.”
But the Soviets, as is well
Xknown, have already bcgun
deploying their anti-missile-
missiles on a considerable
scale.

Persuading them to re-
verse their course is clecarly
going to be very difficult in-
deed, and not only because
a flat self-reversal is being
asked for. The truth is that
the Soviet military leaders
have far more muscle in
Soviet society than our
Joint Chiefs of Staff have
ever had in our society,
even pre-McNamara.

When the silence of ter-
ror ended with the death of
Stalin, all groups in Russia
were free to throw their
weight about. The military
thereupon played the lcad-
ing role in the rise of
Khrushchev. The wily Khru-
shchev at length organized
a night of the long knives,
to get rid of his over-mighty
chief sponsor, Marshal Zhu-
kov. But even thereafter,
Khrushchev was never real-
ly successful in any of his
series of attempts to cut
back Soviet defense expendi-
tures. And it is virtually
certain that the military
also played an important
role in the night of the long
knives that got rid of
Khrushchev.

HENCE ANY COURSE
that really outrages the mar-
shals of the Soviet Defense
Ministerium is pretty un-
likely to be adopted by the
Soviet government. And if
you figure out what Gen.
Curtis E. LeMay would be
saying if he were in the Mar-
shal’s shoes, you have an
almost certainly . accurate
version of what the Soviet
marshals are now saying
about Thompson's proposals.

It will be a near-miracle,

therefore, if the Sgviets re-
vzmpmv;esb oF Relsnse
ly. If they do not do so, the
United States will then have

26514

to choose between what the
Pentagon calls the “thick”
and the “thin” deployments
of American anti-missile-
missiles (which are more
advanced than the Soviet
models).

The “thin” deployment
will give us an anti-missile
defense against anyone but
the Soviets, conspicuously
including China, and it will
afford protection to our own
missile striking power, even
against the Soviets. Its cost
will be between $5 billion
and $9 billion, depending on
the degree of thinness.

The *“thick” deployment
will cover all populated cen-
ters and will cost between
$30 billion and $50 billion, It
is calculated to save 70 mil-
lion U.S. lives in the event
of an all-out Soviet attack—
provided the Soviets do
nothing to overcome it. This
looks superficially tempting.

YET SECRETARY of De-
fense Robert McNamara has
already plumped for the
“thin” deployment. He
points out that it is much
cheaper to increase offen-
sive power, which he intends
to do, than to build defensive
power. He further says that
if we deploy a “thick” de-
fense, the Soviets will in-
evitably overcome it by
much increasing their num-
bers of offensive missiles,
whereupon we shall be mi-
nus many wasted billions,
but othcrwise back at posi-
tion one.

McNamara's opponents
say, correctly, that the most
dangerous thing to do in an
arms race is to fall far be-
hind—and they add that we
can easily beat the Soviets
in an investments race. The
trouble is that being forced
into this kind of an arms
and investments race will
almost certainly militarize
Soviet society in the end.
And that, certainly, is not
a pretty prospect, or a result
likely to serve American in-
terests.

Thus one wonders wheth-
er Ambassador Thompson
would not be better em-
ployed preaching the mu-
tual advantages, to the So-
viets and ourselves, of
“thin” deployments by both
countries. The point about
“thin” Soviet and American
deployments of anti-missile-
missiles is that they will
give the two giant powers
complete protection, not
against one another, to be
sure, but against any kind
of nuclear power that can

and China.

Unless he chooses to |

threaten his new friends in
Germany, Gen. de Gaulle’s
force de frappe will thus be
automatically reduced to an
immensely costly gesture
of empty pomp, like Louis
XIV's gold-woven bed cur-
tains. Chinese nuclear pow-
er will cease to be a threat
either to the United States
or the U.S.S.R. The British
will actually be likely to
junk their burdensome nu-
clear deterrent, as being
both expensive and useless.

Although it will certainly
displease Gen. de Gaulle in
an extreme degree, there is
nothing in this prospect that
ought to displease practical-
minded Americans and Rus-
sians. In fact if the United
States and U.S.S.R. can just

content themselves with
“thin” anti-missile deploy-
ments, a great deal will

thereby be gained.
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